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Abstract. We show theoretically that it is possible to coherently transfer vibrational
excitation between trapped neutral atoms over a micrometer apart. To this end we
consider three atoms, where two are in the electronic ground state and one is excited to
a Rydberg state whose electronic orbital overlaps with the positional wave functions of
the two ground-state atoms. The resulting scattering of the Rydberg electron with the
ground-state atoms provides the interaction required to transfer vibrational excitation
from one trapped atom to the other. By numerically investigating the dependence of
the transfer dynamics on the distance between traps and their relative frequencies we
find that there is a “sweet spot” where the transfer of a vibrational excitation is nearly
perfect and fast compared to the Rydberg lifetime. We investigate the robustness
of this scenario with respect to changes of the parameters. In addition, we derive a
intuitive effective Hamiltonian which explains the observed dynamics.

1. Introduction

Recent years have seen tremendous progress in the trapping of neutral atoms [1-7]. It has
become possible to trap hundreds of ground-state atoms in nearly arbitrary geometries.
While the distances between atoms are typically on the order of a few micrometers, the
extent of the positional wave function of a trapped atom, which is related to the width
of the trap, can be smaller than 100 nm [8,9]. Upon excitation to Rydberg states, these
atoms can be made to interact through the resulting long-range dipole-dipole interaction
even at the length scale set by the trap separation.

The lifetimes of Rydberg atoms, which can range from micro- to milliseconds with
increasing principal quantum number v [10,11], are typically long compared to the time
scales characteristic of the interactions. Therefore, it is not surprising that Rydberg
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atoms in atomic tweezer arrays have emerged as a versatile and well-controlled platform
with potential applications in quantum computation [12-25] and quantum simulation
[24,26-37]. Most of the experimental realizations to date have been performed with alkali
atoms, which typically become anti-trapped when excited to Rydberg states, although
there are exceptions [38,39]. However, it has become possible to trap Rydberg atoms in
optical potentials by utilizing multivalent (alkaline-earth or lanthanide) atoms or magic
wavelengths [11,40,41]. Rydberg atoms are also very well suited to investigate long-range
resonant excitation transfer via dipole-dipole interactions, which occurs, for example,
in natural or artificial light harvesting systems or between vibrational excitations of
subgroups of large molecules [42,43].

These applications rely on the long-range Rydberg-Rydberg interaction, and hence,
ground-state atoms play no role. However, the compatibility between the length scale set
by the trap separation and that of the Rydberg orbit enables a second, wholly different,
type of long-range interaction between Rydberg and ground-state atoms mediated by
the short-range electron-atom interaction. For example, a v = 100 Rydberg atom has
an orbital radius of approximately one micrometer, permitting the electronic orbital to
overlap several ground-state atoms. The interaction between one of these atoms and the
Rydberg atom is directly proportional to the electronic density at its position, giving rise
to a long-ranged, yet oscillatory, interaction [44—46]. This leads to a range of remarkable
phenomena, ranging from long-range molecule formation in ultracold gases [47-52] to,
via confinement of atoms in optical potentials [53, 54], manipulation of the Rydberg
electron in structured environments [55-57].

In this paper, we show that this short-range electron-atom interaction can transfer
vibrational excitation from one trap to another. The simplest setup to realize this
process consists of three traps and is shown in figure 1(a). The two outer traps contain
ground state atoms, while the middle one holds a vs Rydberg atom, i.e. one with
principal quantum number v and angular momentum [ = 0. The trap separation is such
that the positional wave functions of the ground-state atoms can overlap with that of the
Rydberg electron of the central atom (figure 1(b)). An example of vibrational transfer
is shown in figure 1(c), which shows the time evolution of the populations of the states
|1,0,0) and |0, 0, 1), where, respectively, the atom of trap 1 (2) is in the first vibrational
state and the other two atoms 0, 2 (0, 1) are in the ground state. One sees nearly
perfect oscillations between the two states on a time-scale of 100 us. All calculations in
this paper use parameters corresponding to strontium atoms and a Rydberg 100s state,
for which we estimate the lifetime to be on the order of a few 100 us [58-60]. The choice
of strontium is motivated by the fact that several groups have setups with trapped
strontium atoms in Rydberg states [20,61], but the general features that we observe will
be present in other species as well. The focus of the present work is to understand the
underlying process behind this energy transfer and to investigate the dependence of the
dynamics on the parameters of the setup, such as the trap frequencies, distances, and
Rydberg state.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we provide an overview of the
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Figure 1.  (a) Sketch of the setup and coordinate system (not to scale). The
center of mass coordinates R; of the atoms are given with respect to the center O;
of the respective trap. The position vector of the Rydberg electron 7, is given w.r.t.
the ion core. The distance vectors between the outer traps and the middle trap are
D; = 0; — Oy. (b) For tight trapping along the y- and z-axes, the system is effectively
one-dimensional. Shown are the ground and first excited vibrational states of the
atoms in the traps (red curves) together with the probability density of the Rydberg
electron with respect to Oy (blue curve). This density is multiplied by —1 to illustrate
how the interaction between atoms, proportional to this density, becomes attractive
when a. < 0, leading to molecular formation among other phenomena. The oscillator
amplitudes are scaled to appear on the same scale as the Rydberg density, and the y
axis is therefore not to scale. The widths of the traps, spatial extent of the harmonic
oscillator states, and size of the Rydberg orbit are all to scale. (¢) Example of transfer
dynamics of vibration from trap 1 to trap 2. The blue curve shows the population
of the state |0,0,1), where atom 2 is in the first vibrational state of the trap and the
other two are in the ground state. The orange curve is for the state |1,0,0). The
calculations in panel (b) and (c) are done for principal quantum number v = 100,
w1 = we = w = 27 x 32kHz, trap frequency ratio wp/w = 0.88, and distances between
the traps D1 = Dy = 1.02um.
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theoretical modeling. In section 3 we first provide numerical examples of the vibrational
transfer dynamics for selected parameters. We then discuss a simple reduced description
which allows us to intuitively understand the numerical observations. From this reduced
description we obtain the parameters for which we expect to see fast and efficient
transfer. This parameter regime is then investigated in detail fully numerically. Finally,
in section 4 we conclude with a discussion of our findings and an outlook. Details of our
derivations and a comparison of the effective Hamiltonian with the full calculations is
provided in the Supplemental Material.

2. Theoretical description

We consider three harmonic traps located at positions O: Traps ¢ = 1 and ¢+ = 2
contain the ground state atoms and trap ¢ = 0, in the center, the Rydberg atom. With
F?i = (X,, Y, Z;) we denote the center-of-mass coordinates of the ith atom with respect
to its respective trap centre 61 With 7, we denote the position of the Rydberg electron
with respect to the center-of-mass position Ry of its respective core. These coordinates
are displayed in figure 1(a). The total Hamiltonian for the center-of-mass degrees of

freedom of the three atoms is then given by

2 2
Hy, = Z Hi(osc) + Z Hi(int)' (1)
i=0

i=1

) is the interaction

Here H'** is the Hamiltonian for the trapping of atom i and H™
between between states of trap 0 and traps ¢+ = 1,2. The trapping potential that each

atom experiences is given by

B
Hi(OSC) _ o + 5TnZ (szXE + wiyyiz —+ WZ'Q,ZZz?)- (2)

where ]31 is the momentum of atom ¢ and w; x, w; y and w; z are the trapping frequencies
for atom ¢ along the X, Y and Z direction, respectively. The eigenstates of each oscillator
are given by \Ifgf)(ﬁl) = \IJ,(f)(Xi,Y;,Zi) = Y (Xi)woi)(}/;)wéi)(Zi), where for example
1[),(5) (X;) denotes the nth eigenfunction (n = 0,1,2,...) of a harmonic oscillator with
potential 3m;w?y(X; — O; x)?. The corresponding eigenenergies are B, = ¢ + nhw; x
where €; denotes the energy of the ground state. We use as a basis the eigenstates of
the non-interacting atoms |n, ng, ne), which are simply product states of the individual
oscillator eigenstates, i.e.,(Ry, Ry, Ra|ni, no, no) = \Ifﬁfﬂ(ﬁl) ‘Ilfl%)(ﬁo) \117(122)(]%)

The interaction between atom 0 and atom ¢ (i = 1,2) is caused by the scattering
of the Rydberg electron at position 60 + ﬁo + 7, with atom ¢ at position 62 + él
The electron-atom interaction is described by the Fermi pseudopotential, a zero-range
potential whose coupling strength, U, = 27h%a./ms, is proportional to the electron-
atom S-wave scattering length a. [44,45,62]. For Sr, a, = —13agy, where aq is the
Bohr radius [63]. The mass of the electron is m.. Within the Born-Oppenheimer
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approximation and due to the isotropy of the Rydberg s-state, the resulting interaction
between atoms in first-order perturbation theory is

2

H™ = U, |o®(D; + R; — Ry)| . (3)

Here D; = O; — Oy is the vector between the position of trap i and trap 0, and <pl(,s) (7%)
is the Rydberg wavefunction.

In the basis of the oscillator product states |ny, ng, ny) the Hamiltonian (1) is written
as

3
Hiop = Z (Eo + an hwj) [n1, 10, 122) (121, 10, M2

n1,n0,M2 Jj=0 (4)
no n1 no,n2 / / /
+ E ( n n 5n27n’2 + ‘/(2)[ } 6n1,n’1) |n17 no, n2> <n17 gy, n2’ )
n1,m0,n2
n17n07n/2

where FEj is the ground state energy of the non-interacting atoms. The interaction
matrix-elements between atom 0 and atom ¢ are

- - N\ |2 _ .
Vo [ = /d3 /d3R Way(Ro) Uy, (B) [ (B o+ By = o) | W (Fo) 0o (),
(5)

The matrix-elements are invariant under the exchange ng <+ n; and ny <> n,. A list of

further useful symmetries is given in Eqs (S8) in the Supplemental Material.

To keep the following discussion most transparent, we consider a co-linear
arrangement] where trap 0 is placed right in the middle between traps 1 and 2.
Furthermore, to simplify numerical calculations, we consider very tight trapping along
the Y- and Z-axes with w;y, w; z > w; x. For instance, for the results shown below we
have taken w;y = w;z = dw; x. This means that the energetically lowest vibrational
states are determined by the trapping frequency w; x along the X axis. In this article
we focus on the ground and first excited state of each trap. As we will see below,
the strength of the interaction between atom 0 and atom ¢ is roughly one order of
magnitude smaller than w; y, so that basis states with energies 2 5w; x can be safely
neglected. From now on we will denote the trap frequency of atom ¢ along the x-axis
simply by w; = w; x. These assumptions permit a considerable simplification of the
matrix elements in equation (5). As shown in Supplemental Material (section S I), they
reduce to

Vioy L] = Ue / / dzo dw; Yy (o) Y, (27)

where now the integration is only over the x coordinate of each atom position and

8 (Dol | g (0) (), (6)

ngz(,s)(re) is the radial electronic wave function.

I As long as spherically symmetric Rydberg states (i.e. s-states) are considered, as done here, our
treatment is also valid for non-planar arrangements.
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3. Dynamics of vibrational excitation transfer

To determine the time evolution, we solve the time dependent Schrodinger equation
ih%lll(Rl, Ry, Ra;t) = Hiot U (R, Ro, Ro;t). We expand the wave function in the basis

|n1, ng, na) defined above, writing [U(¢)) = > ¢nyngine(t) |21, 10, n2). In the following
n1,10,12

plots we will focus on the populations |c,, no.n,(£)[>. As the initial state, we choose the
state where atom 1 is initially prepared in the first vibrationally excited state and the
other two atoms are in the ground state of their respective traps, i.e., we start in the
state |i) = |n1,ng, ng) = |1,0,0). We choose a symmetric setup where atom 1 and atom
2 have the same trap frequencies and the corresponding traps have the same distance
= |Dy| = |Dy| from the middle trap 0, where the atom is in the Rydberg state.
Then the matrix elements V(l)[ nf} and ‘/(2)[ 0 f} are identical up to a phase (see
equation (S9) of the Supplemental Materlal) Tohérefore, in the following we simplify
the notation by defining
T = Vi [] "
We choose the frequency of the traps to be of the order of a few hundred kHz. In
particular, for all calculations shown, w = wy x = we x = 27 X 32kHz, and we vary the
trapping frequency of the middle trap.

For the main part of this section we focus on the principal quantum number v = 100,
for which the lifetime of the Rydberg state is around a few hundred microseconds and
the extent of the Rydberg wave function is roughly one micrometer. In figure 1(b)
we show the Rydberg electron’s probability density together with the vibrational wave
functions of the atoms in the trap. From this, one sees that, for the setup considered,
the calculation of the matrix elements involves a radial integral predominantly over
the outermost lobe of the Rydberg wave function. The double integral appearing
in equation (6) is evaluated numerically for the respective parameters. We will
discuss the dependence on v in the conclusions. The time evolution is obtained by
numerically solving the time dependent Schrodinger equation with the Hamiltonian (4)
in a sufficiently large basis.

3.1. Examples of different transfer dynamics

In figure 2(a) we show the population dynamics for a few selected values of the distance
D and the frequency of the middle trap wy. Each row of figure 2 corresponds to a different
ratio of trap frequencies, and the different columns of figure 2(a) correspond to different
D values chosen to be close to the size of the Rydberg orbit ~ 2v2ay. For D much larger
than this size, the Rydberg electron does not overlap the vibrational wave functions and
the interaction vanishes. On the other hand, for D much smaller, the excited vibrational
states of the traps can spatially overlap (c.f. figure 1(b)), depending on the trapping
frequency. In the top row, all three trap frequencies are equal. For all three distances
one sees that the initial vibrational excitation of atom one is transferred to atom two,
but the excitation transfer is never complete: the blue curves do not approach a height
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Figure 2. (a) Population dynamics of the most relevant states and coupling matrix
elements. In each row a different value of #¢ is shown; in all panels, w = 27 x32kHz. In

each column a different value of D within the outer lobe of the Rydberg atom is chosen.
n0,Mq

(b) The separation dependence of the coefficients 77, s defined in equation (7),
is shown for the same values of wp/w used in (a). The labels in the legend read
1o, ni;ng, n,. The dashed black vertical lines indicate the values of D used in the
different columns of panel (a).

of one. During this process, there is also a strong excitation of vibrational motion of
the middle atom (bright green curve). The time-scale for the transfer from atom 1 to
atom 2 (and back) is on the order of a few hundred microseconds.

In the middle row, the Rydberg atom’s trap has a higher frequency than the outer
traps: wy = 1.bw. For D = lum separation, there is now a clear oscillation, albeit
with small modulations on top, showing vibrational excitation of atom 1 and atom 2
where essentially 100% of the excitation is transferred. There is almost no vibrational
excitation of the middle atom. Upon increasing the distance D, middle and right plot,
the time scale of the oscillation first decreases and then increases again. Similarly, the
middle trap gets excited with a slight decrease of amplitude for the larger value of D.
In the bottom row, wy is increased even further to wy = 2w. The dynamics of the
main oscillation becomes even slower than before, and excitations of the middle trap
are negligible.

The results shown here illustrate that, in general, the dynamics has a complicated
and strong dependence on the distance D and frequency difference wy — w. In general,
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for w ~ wy, very complex dynamics ensue and full excitation transfer does not occur. As
wo — w grows, the dynamics tend to simplify. For example, we found that for wy 2 2w
clear Rabi-like oscillations (cf. last row of figure 2) occur. These demonstrate nearly
100% transfer of vibrational excitation from trap 1 to trap 2. Since the time scale shown
in figure 2 is comparable to the lifetime of the Rydberg state, we aim for a parameter
regime where the excitation transfer is as fast as possible, while still yielding as close as
possible to 100% transfer. One such optimal parameter regime yields the results shown
in figure 1(c). To understand the parameter dependence of this optimal scenario, we
introduce a simple analytical model in the next subsection 3.2 which gives clear insight.

We conclude this subsection by taking a closer look at the dependence of the matrix
elements T::é’:; on D and wy. In figure 2(b), we show the values of these matrix elements
as a function of D for the same values of wy as in the corresponding rows of figure 2(a).
Shown are the most relevant elements for our initial condition where we only have one
vibrational excitation. The first thing to note is that the matrix elements are mostly
insensitive to the frequency wg. Furthermore, we see that the values of the matrix
elements are small compared to the frequencies of the traps, which will be advantageous
in our analytical consideration presented in the next subsection. We note that matrix
elements between the states with one excitation and those with larger excitation numbers
have a complicated distance dependence and typically decrease only slowly for increasing
excitation. From the analytical considerations in the following subsection it becomes
clear that these states nevertheless become less relevant because of the increasing energy
separation.

We see that the matrix elements change strongly over the range of D shown, which
is around 500 nm. As discussed earlier, all matrix-elements vanish when D 2 1.3 ym,
because the distance is so large that there is no overlap of the wave function of the
Rydberg electron with the ground state atom. Likewise, we do not show distances
smaller then D < 0.8 um, since for such small distances overlap of oscillator wave
functions of different traps can occur when the wave functions are in the third excited
state or higher.

3.2. Effective state models

In this subsection we provide some simple analytical considerations that help to
understand the dynamics observed in figure 2, and guide our search for suitable
parameters for optimal state transfer. The results of figure 2 indicate that the most
relevant states for the dynamics are those that have the same energy (or nearly the
same energy) as the initial state. Due to the symmetry of our setup the state |0,0, 1)
has the same energy as the initial state |1,0,0). When, additionally, wy = w, the state
|0,1,0) has the same energy and strongly participates in the dynamics. In contrast,
when the frequency of the middle trap is much larger than that of the outer ones (e.g.
wp = 2w as in the bottom row of figure 2), then the |1,0,0) and |0,0, 1) are the only
relevant states. The cases in between are more complicated and depend on the detailed
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parameters.

We now construct effective Hamiltonians in the respective state spaces. To this
end, we employ a second-order treatment in the interaction. Such a treatment yields
good results when the interaction is small compared to the energy difference between
those states included in the relevant subspace and those outside. figure 2(b) confirms
are < 0.2 hw.

that the relevant matrix elements ‘T;,O’n,l
0>

n;

3.2.1. wy > w scenario: In this case, the relevant state space is spanned by the states
|1,0,0) and [0,0,1). As shown in S.II of the SI one finds for the effective Hamiltonian
(neglecting higher order terms in w/wy)

; 0,0\ 2
(2—state) 0 K . K <_1)J 7}771
H ~ th — 2 — == | . 8
off (Fd O) A huw Z j hwo (8)

J=1

This implies that, when the system is initially prepared in the state [1,0,0), the
populations of this state and |0, 0, 1) undergo Rabi oscillations with frequency /h. Such
population dynamics are clearly shown in the bottom row of figure 2. We have found
that for the distances D shown in the figure the dominant contribution to s stems from
Tﬁ ’10 . As D increases from 1.00 pm to 1.06 um, the magnitude of this matrix element
first increases, then decreases, leading to the change in frequency clearly reflected in
figure 2(a).

Although for wy = 2w the detuning is not very large, we nevertheless find qualitative
agreement between the dynamics of the full Hamiltonian and that of the effective
Hamiltonian, as can be seen in figures S1 and S3 of the Supplemental Material. There,
one also sees that for D = 1.06 um, the results of the effective Hamiltonian differ
substantially from the full results. This is expected, since in the respective panel of
figure 2(a), many states outside of the reduced subspace are populated.

3.2.2. w~ wy scenario:  We now examine the scenario when all trap frequencies are
similar. The relevant subset of quasi-degenerate states is spanned by the states |1,0,0),
|0,1,0), and |0,0, 1). To first order in the interaction, we have

A= h(w) —w) — q,
, with (9)
o= Tﬁ’f.

(3—state) __
Heff ~

o2 o
© B2
o2 o

The derivation is given in section S II.2 of the Supplemental Material, which also details
higher-order terms. In the Supplemental Material (section S III) we show that there
is good agreement between the full numerical dynamics and that stemming from the
effective Hamiltonian. The agreement is generally better for smaller wy and for distances
D around 1.03 pm.

For the special case of A = 0, the dynamics resulting from H, (

€

simple. The probability to find the system in the state |0,0, 1) after initial preparation

i3;state) is particularly
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in the state |1,0,0) is p(t) = }l(cos(@) - 1)2. This implies that the vibrational

excitation has been completely transferred from trap 1 to trap 2 at the time t, = <&

V2a-
When A # 0, the dynamics is more complicated and typically resembles that seen in

the upper row of figure 2(a).

3.2.8. Discussion: As noted above, both analytical formulas (8) and (9) indicate that
the system dynamics is mainly determined by the interaction element Tﬁ ’10 . When the
middle oscillator is significantly detuned from the other oscillators, the analytical results
from above show that the characteristic timescale of the population transfer is given by
the square of this (small) matrix element. On the other hand, when all traps have
three similar frequencies, the characteristic timescale is linear in this quantity. This
is consistent with the observation from figure 2 that the transfer dynamics slows down
upon increasing the detuning. Therefore, in what follows we will focus on the case where
all three traps have similar frequencies. While the analytic expressions from above can
serve as a guideline, in the end one has to perform full numerical simulations. As
remarked above, for A = 0 the analytical dynamics gives 100% transfer of vibrational
excitation. From equation (9) we see that A = 0 implies hwy = fw + Tﬁ . which
means that we need a (small) detuning of the middle oscillator to achieve this scenario.
From the red curves of figure 2(b) we see that this detuning is negative for distances D
roughly between 0.9 and 1.1 pym and positive outside that interval. The largest absolute
value of TR ’10 in this interval occurs for separations D = 1.00 um. Therefore, in the next
subsection we consider this regime in more detail.

3.3. Fast and efficient transfer and its robustness against variation of parameters

Figure 3(a) shows the time-dependent populations for several values of D and wy chosen
such that the resulting dynamics is similar to that shown in figure 1(c). For all wy, the
quantity A defined in equation (9) (see also equation (S13) of the Supplemental Material)
is very small such that the basic dynamics can be understood by the discussion at the
end of section 3.2.2. In all panels with D > 1.0 um, the population of the state |1,0,0)
is close to zero while the population of the state |0,0,1) is nearly one at ¢t ~ 0.1 ms.
For D = 1.00 um, the time at which the population in the right trap reaches its first
maximum is considerably larger than 0.1 ms; for even smaller D it grows quickly (e.g.,
for D = 0.98 yum it is twice as large as for D = 1.02 um). We also see that for the
first row (wp = 0.84w) the maximum of the first peak of the population of |0,0,1) is
smaller than the corresponding populations of the second row. Similarly, in the last
row the populations of the first peak is (for the cases with 0.1 us) smaller than the
corresponding ones of the middle row. The optimal scenario - by which we mean that
the transfer is fast and the population transfer becomes large - is shown in the panel with
D =1.02 ym and wy = 0.88w. To investigate these two criteria for the optimal scenario
further, we have calculated the ‘time of the peak’ T" and the corresponding population
at the peak maximum for a larger range of values and a finer spacing. The findings
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Figure 3. Robustness of the fast state transfer of figure 1(c) against variations in wq
and D. (a) Population dynamics. Each row is for a fixed wg (provided in the figure)
and contains dynamics for 4 different distances D (given in each panel). (b) Top: Time
T when the vibrational excitation probability Ps(¢) on trap 2 reaches its first maximum
as function of D. Bottom: The population corresponding to this maximum.

are presented in figure 3(b) where the maximum of the first peak in the population
of the state 0,0,1) as a function of D and wy is shown (bottom) together with the
corresponding time at which this maximum appears (top). Over the range of wy values
shown (0.84 < wp/w < 0.92) all curves look essentially the same as function of D.
In the range 1.0l um < D < 1.04 pm there is a broad minimum where the first peak
appears at around ¢t ~ 0.09 ms. Outside this range of distances D, the time of the first
maximum quickly increases. We note that outside the range shown (starting already at
the borders), the assignment of a first maximum becomes slightly arbitrary, because of
the fast oscillatory behaviour on top of a slow transfer oscillation. When we look at the
amplitude of the first peak in panel d, then we see that there is a broad region where
the amplitude of the first peak is close to one (dark blue region). There is a ‘sweet
spot” around (D ~ 1.02 um, wy ~ 0.88w) where the amplitude of the first peak is close
to one and the time is close to the minimum. These values of wy and D have been
chosen for the results shown in figure lc. From the results of figure 3(b) one see that
this ‘sweet spot’ lies in the center of a region where the amplitude and the time of the
first maximum are nearly unchanged. This region has a width of approximately 30 nm
and 0.05w. That means one needs an accuracy in placing the traps of about 15nm and
an accuracy in the trap frequencies of about 5%.
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4. Conclusions

In this article, we have investigated the possibility that the vibrational excitation
of trapped neutral atoms can be transferred from one trap to another, even across
micrometer-scale distances, using the scattering of a Rydberg electron off of the neutral
atoms. We have focused on the situation where the traps are arranged collinearly and
where one of the outer atoms is initially prepared in the first vibrationally excited trap
state with the other traps prepared in the ground state. We found a parameter range
for which such transfer is possible, exploring in detail the dependence on the distance
of equidistant traps and on the frequency detuning of the middle trap. There remain
additional parameter choices that we did not explore, for example the principle quantum
number of the Rydberg state, the frequencies of the outer traps, or the linear symmetric
arrangement around the middle trap. In the following, we briefly comment on these
choices in connection with experimental challenges.

The principle quantum number: The spatial extent of the Rydberg state scales as
v2. To obtain large interaction matrix elements, the outer lobe of the Rydberg wave
function must significantly overlap the vibrational wave functions of the outer traps.
Thus, the distance between traps determines the minimum value of v, and in general
we must select D ~ 22 for maximal overlap for a given D. However, the magnitude
of the interaction matrix elements decrease rapidly with v, setting an upper limit on v
and therefore D. We estimate that the interaction matrix elements, provided D ~ 202,
scale approximately as v~ This scaling is a result of the normalization constant of the

3

Rydberg wave function, »7°. The lifetime of the Rydberg state also depends strongly

2 or v, depending on the

on the principle quantum number v. It scales either as v
relevance of black-body radiation. Since the transfer timescale is inversely proportional
to the interaction, we see that smaller v values provide a better ratio of transfer time to
Rydberg lifetime. That means that the distance between the traps should be as small
as possible. Our chosen value of the distance D,,;, =~ 1 um should be realizable with
present day setups. This distance then leads to v ~ 100. We note that Rydberg dressing
might provide a way to better optimize these parameters [64—66].

The trapping frequencies: The chosen value of w, = 27 x32kHz is selected such that
perpendicular trapping frequencies of around 4w, would be experimentally achievable.
We note that the tight trapping in the y and z axes was assumed in order to have
one-dimensional oscillators, which both facilitates the numerical investigation and also
avoids degeneracies in the individual traps, allowing us to obtain a clear picture of
a single vibrational excitation. In general, we expect that tighter trapping in the x
direction is favorable. We stress that tight trapping in the y and z axes is not essential
to observe vibrational excitation transfer, but we expect that the resulting dynamics
becomes more complicated otherwise. Our investigations in section 3.3 show that the
transfer dynamics do not change appreciably upon small variation of D and w. To
remain within the ideal window of optimal parameter requires an accuracy in the trap
frequency of about 5% and an accuracy of placing the traps of about 15nm. Such
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accuracy is at the edge of what is presently achievable [67,68].

Symmetry of the arrangement: The assumption of equal frequencies of the outer
traps and equal distances between the traps was primarily made for convenience. For
more asymmetric arrangements, we expect that the efficient transport will be impeded.
The linearity of the setup is also made mostly for convenience, since for a Rydberg
s-state the interaction depends only on the distance between Rydberg and ground state
atom.

Choice of atomic species: As already mentioned, we have chosen strontium, as it
is currently used in several experiments involving trapped Rydberg atoms. However,
other atoms that can be trapped in Rydberg states can also be used, which may improve
the lifetime or strength of the interaction through its dependence on the electron-atom
scattering length. For example, a, &~ —20 ag for Cs [52], which would increase the speed
of the dynamics by almost a factor of two.

In the present work we have restricted the discussion to the populations of
the vibrational states. It would be interesting also to investigate the entanglement
properties. For example, figure 2 shows that, for detunings wy 2 1.5w, the system can be
in a Bell state \%ﬂ 1,0,0)£]0,0,1)). Since the dynamics is slow for such a large detuning,
one would have to perform simulations taking decoherence processes such as the decay
of the Rydberg atom into account to adequately study entanglement in this scenario.
We also restricted our discussion to initial states where only one vibrational excitation
is present. This was done primarily to keep the basis in our numerical calculations
small and to provide a simple and clear picture of the transfer dynamics. It would
be interesting to investigate the dynamics when initially one trap is excited to higher
vibrational states, for example coherent oscillator states. Furthermore, it would be
interesting to investigate transport through larger networks of trapped atoms, where for
example every other atom is excited to a Rydberg state.

Acknowledgments

A.E. acknowledges support from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) via a
Heisenberg fellowship (Grant No EI 872/10-1)



Transfer of vibrations via a Rydberg electron 14

[1] M. Norcia, A. Young and A. Kaufman; Microscopic control and detection of ultracold strontium
in optical-tweezer arrays; Physical Review X 8 041054 (2018).

[2] M. Endres, H. Bernien, A. Keesling, H. Levine, E. R. Anschuetz, A. Krajenbrink, C. Senko,
V. Vuletic, M. Greiner and M. D. Lukin; Atom-by-atom assembly of defect-free one-dimensional
cold atom arrays; Science 354 1024 (2016).

[3] A. M. Kaufman, B. J. Lester, C. M. Reynolds, M. L. Wall, M. Foss-Feig, K. Hazzard, A. Rey and
C. Regal; Two-particle quantum interference in tunnel-coupled optical tweezers; Science 345
306 (2014).

[4] J. D. Thompson, T. Tiecke, A. S. Zibrov, V. Vuletié and M. D. Lukin; Coherence and Raman
sideband cooling of a single atom in an optical tweezer; Physical Review Retters 110 133001
(2013).

[5] C. Holzl, A. Gotzelmann, M. Wirth, M. S. Safronova, S. Weber and F. Meinert; Motional
ground-state cooling of single atoms in state-dependent optical tweezers; Physical Review
Research 5 033093 (2023).

[6] A. M. Kaufman and K.-K. Ni; Quantum science with optical tweezer arrays of ultracold atoms
and molecules; Nature Physics 17 1324 (2021).

[7] F. Nogrette, H. Labuhn, S. Ravets, D. Barredo, L. Béguin, A. Vernier, T. Lahaye and A. Browaeys;
Single-atom trapping in holographic 2D arrays of microtraps with arbitrary geometries; Physical
Review X 4 021034 (2014).

[8] N. Schlosser, G. Reymond, I. Protsenko and P. Grangier; Sub-poissonian loading of single atoms
in a microscopic dipole trap; Nature 411 1024 (2001).

[9] Y. Fung and M. Andersen; Efficient collisional blockade loading of a single atom into a tight
microtrap; New Journal of Physics 17 073011 (2015).

[10] I. Beterov, I. Ryabtsev, D. Tretyakov and V. Entin; Quasiclassical calculations of
blackbody-radiation-induced depopulation rates and effective lifetimes of Rydberg n S, n P,
and n D alkali-metal atoms with n < 80; Physical Review A 79 052504 (2009).

[11] D. Barredo, V. Lienhard, P. Scholl, S. de Léséleuc, T. Boulier, A. Browaeys and T. Lahaye;
Three-dimensional trapping of individual Rydberg atoms in ponderomotive bottle beam traps;
Physical Review Letters 124 023201 (2020).

[12] M. Mohan, R. de Keijzer and S. Kokkelmans; Robust control and optimal Rydberg states for
neutral atom two-qubit gates; Physical Review Research 5 033052 (2023).

[13] A. P. Burgers, S. Ma, S. Saskin, J. Wilson, M. A. Alarcén, C. H. Greene and J. D. Thompson;
Controlling Rydberg excitations using ion-core transitions in alkaline-earth atom-tweezer arrays;
PRX Quantum 3 020326 (2022).

[14] S. R. Cohen and J. D. Thompson; Quantum computing with circular Rydberg atoms; PRX
Quantum 2 030322 (2021).

[15] I. Cong, H. Levine, A. Keesling, D. Bluvstein, S.-T. Wang and M. D. Lukin; Hardware-efficient,
fault-tolerant quantum computation with Rydberg atoms; Physical Review X 12 021049 (2022).

[16] M. Saffman; Quantum computing with atomic qubits and Rydberg interactions: progress and
challenges; Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 49 202001 (2016).

[17] M. Saffman, T. G. Walker and K. Mglmer; Quantum information with Rydberg atoms; Reviews
of Modern Physics 82 2313 (2010).

[18] G. Bornet, G. Emperauger, C. Chen, B. Ye, M. Block, M. Bintz, J. A. Boyd, D. Barredo,
T. Comparin, F. Mezzacapo et al.; Scalable spin squeezing in a dipolar Rydberg atom array;
Nature 621 728 (2023).

[19] M. Norcia, H. Kim, W. Cairncross, M. Stone, A. Ryou, M. Jaffe, M. Brown, K. Barnes,
P. Battaglino, T. Bohdanowicz et al.; Iterative Assembly of 171 Yb Atom Arrays with
Cavity-Enhanced Optical Lattices; PRX Quantum 5 030316 (2024).

[20] C. Holzl, A. Gotzelmann, E. Pultinevicius, M. Wirth and F. Meinert; Long-lived circular Rydberg
qubits of alkaline-earth atoms in optical tweezers; Physical Review X 14 021024 (2024).

[21] G. Unnikrishnan, P. Ilzhéfer, A. Scholz, C. Holzl, A. Gétzelmann, R. K. Gupta, J. Zhao, J. Krauter,




Transfer of vibrations via a Rydberg electron 15

S. Weber, N. Makki et al.; Coherent control of the fine-structure qubit in a single alkaline-earth
atom; Physical Review Letters 132 150606 (2024).

[22] K. Srakaew, P. Weckesser, S. Hollerith, D. Wei, D. Adler, I. Bloch and J. Zeiher; A subwavelength
atomic array switched by a single Rydberg atom; Nature Physics 19 714 (2023).

[23] C. Chen, G. Bornet, M. Bintz, G. Emperauger, L. Leclerc, V. S. Liu, P. Scholl, D. Barredo,
J. Hauschild, S. Chatterjee et al.; Continuous symmetry breaking in a two-dimensional Rydberg
array; Nature 616 691 (2023).

[24] P. Scholl, M. Schuler, H. J. Williams, A. A. Eberharter, D. Barredo, K.-N. Schymik, V. Lienhard,
L.-P. Henry, T. C. Lang, T. Lahaye et al.; Quantum simulation of 2D antiferromagnets with
hundreds of Rydberg atoms; Nature 595 233 (2021).

[25] A. Browaeys and T. Lahaye; Many-body physics with individually controlled Rydberg atoms;
Nature Physics 16 132 (2020).

[26] H. Bernien, S. Schwartz, A. Keesling, H. Levine, A. Omran, H. Pichler, S. Choi, A. S. Zibrov,
M. Endres, M. Greiner et al.; Probing many-body dynamics on a 51-atom quantum simulator;
Nature 551 579 (2017).

[27] A. Signoles, T. Franz, R. Ferracini Alves, M. Géarttner, S. Whitlock, G. Ziirn and M. Weidemiiller;
Glassy dynamics in a disordered Heisenberg quantum spin system; Phys. Rev. Lett. 11 011011
(2021).

[28] G. Semeghini, H. Levine, A. Keesling, S. Ebadi, T. T. Wang, D. Bluvstein, R. Verresen, H. Pichler,
M. Kalinowski, R. Samajdar et al.; Probing topological spin liquids on a programmable quantum
simulator; Science 374 1242 (2021).

[29] S. De Léséleuc, V. Lienhard, P. Scholl, D. Barredo, S. Weber, N. Lang, H. P. Biichler, T. Lahaye
and A. Browaeys; Observation of a symmetry-protected topological phase of interacting bosons
with Rydberg atoms; Science 365 775 (2019).

[30] S. Wiister, C. Ates, A. Eisfeld and J.-M. Rost; Excitation transport through Rydberg dressing;
New Journal of Physics 13 073044 (2011).

[31] D. W. Schénleber, A. Eisfeld, M. Genkin, S. Whitlock and S. Wiister; Quantum Simulation of
Energy Transport with Embedded Rydberg Aggregates; Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 123005 (2015).

[32] K. Mukherjee, H. P. Goswami, S. Whitlock, S. Wiister and A. Eisfeld; Two-dimensional
spectroscopy of Rydberg gases; New Journal of Physics 22 073040 (2020).

[33] M. Morgado and S. Whitlock; Quantum simulation and computing with Rydberg-interacting
qubits; AVS Quantum Science 3 (2021).

[34] T. L. Nguyen, J.-M. Raimond, C. Sayrin, R. Cortinas, T. Cantat-Moltrecht, F. Assemat,
I. Dotsenko, S. Gleyzes, S. Haroche, G. Roux et al.; Towards quantum simulation with circular
Rydberg atoms; Physical Review X 8 011032 (2018).

[35] P. Schauss; Quantum simulation of transverse Ising models with Rydberg atoms; Quantum Science
and Technology 3 023001 (2018).

[36] P. Scholl, A. L. Shaw, R. B.-S. Tsai, R. Finkelstein, J. Choi and M. Endres; Erasure conversion in
a high-fidelity Rydberg quantum simulator; Nature 622 273 (2023).

[37] A. Browaeys and T. Lahaye; Many-body physics with individually controlled Rydberg atoms;
Nature Physics 16 132 (2020).

[38] A. Bhowmik, M. Gaudesius, G. Biedermann and D. Blume; Double, triple, and quadruple magic
wavelengths for cesium ground, excited, and Rydberg states; Physical Review A 110 043114
(2024).

[39] J. Lampen, H. Nguyen, L. Li, P. R. Berman and A. Kuzmich; Long-lived coherence between ground
and Rydberg levels in a magic-wavelength lattice; Phys. Rev. A 98 033411 (2018).

[40] J. Wilson, S. Saskin, Y. Meng, S. Ma, R. Dilip, A. Burgers and J. Thompson; Trapping alkaline
earth Rydberg atoms optical tweezer arrays; Physical Review Retters 128 033201 (2022).

[41] R. Cortinas, M. Favier, B. Ravon, P. Méhaignerie, Y. Machu, J. Raimond, C. Sayrin and M. Brune;
Laser trapping of circular Rydberg atoms; Physical Review Letters 124 123201 (2020).

[42] T. 1. C. Jansen and J. Knoester; Waiting time dynamics in two-dimensional infrared spectroscopy;




Transfer of vibrations via a Rydberg electron 16

Accounts of chemical research 42 1405 (2009).
[43] C. R. Baiz, B. Blasiak, J. Bredenbeck, M. Cho, J.-H. Choi, S. A. Corcelli, A. G. Dijkstra, C.-J.
Feng, S. Garrett-Roe, N.-H. Ge et al.; Vibrational spectroscopic map, vibrational spectroscopy,

and intermolecular interaction; Chemical Reviews 120 7152 (2020).

[44] E. Fermi; Sopra lo Spostamento per Pressione delle Righe Elevate delle Serie Spettrali; Il Nuovo
Cimento 11 157 (1934).

[45] C. H. Greene, A. S. Dickinson and H. R. Sadeghpour; Creation of Polar and Nonpolar
Ultra-Long-Range Rydberg Molecules; Physical Review Letters 85 2458 (2000).

[46] A. A. Khuskivadze, M. I. Chibisov and I. I. Fabrikant; Adiabatic energy levels and electric dipole
moments of Rydberg states of Rby and Csy dimers; Physical Review A 66 042709 (2002).

[47] V. Bendkowsky, B. Butscher, J. Nipper, J. B. Balewski, J. P. Shaffer, R. Léw, T. Pfau, W. Li,
J. Stanojevic, T. Pohl and J. M. Rost; Rydberg Trimers and Excited Dimers Bound by Internal
Quantum Reflection; Physical Review Letters 105 163201 (2010).

[48] C. Fey, F. Hummel and P. Schmelcher; Ultralong-range Rydberg molecules; Molecular Physics 118
e1679401 (2020).

[49] T. Niederpriim, O. Thomas, T. Eichert, C. Lippe, J. Pérez-Rios, C. H. Greene and H. Ott;
Observation of pendular butterfly Rydberg molecules; Nature communications 7 12820 (2016).

[50] M. Peper and J. Deiglmayr; Heteronuclear Long-Range Rydberg Molecules; Physical Review
Letters 126 013001 (2021).

[51] D. Booth, S. T. Rittenhouse, J. Yang, H. R. Sadeghpour and J. P. Shaffer; Production of trilobite
Rydberg molecule dimers with kilo-Debye permanent electric dipole moments; Science 348 99
(2015).

[52] M. T. Eiles; Trilobites, butterflies, and other exotic specimens of long-range Rydberg molecules;
Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 52 113001 (2019).

[53] A. Guttridge, D. K. Ruttley, A. C. Baldock, R. Gonzélez-Férez, H. Sadeghpour, C. Adams and
S. L. Cornish; Observation of Rydberg blockade due to the charge-dipole interaction between
an atom and a polar molecule; Physical Review Letters 131 013401 (2023).

[54] T. Manthey, T. Niederpriim, O. Thomas and H. Ott; Dynamically probing ultracold lattice gases
via Rydberg molecules; New Journal of Physics 17 103024 (2015).

[55] M. T. Eiles, A. Eisfeld and J. M. Rost; Anderson localization of a Rydberg electron; Phys. Rev.
Res. 5 033032 (2023).

[56] A. L. Hunter, M. T. Eiles, A. Eisfeld and J. M. Rost; Rydberg composites; Physical Review X 10
031046 (2020).

[57] M. T. Eiles, C. W. Wichtler, A. Eisfeld and J. M. Rost; Topological edge states in a Rydberg
composite; Phys. Rev. B 109 075422 (2024).

[58] I. S. Madjarov, J. P. Covey, A. L. Shaw, J. Choi, A. Kale, A. Cooper, H. Pichler, V. Schkolnik, J. R.
Williams and M. Endres; High-fidelity entanglement and detection of alkaline-earth Rydberg
atoms; Nature Physics 16 857 (2020).

[59] M. Saffman and T. G. Walker; Analysis of a quantum logic device based on dipole-dipole
interactions of optically trapped Rydberg atoms; Phys. Rev. A 72 022347 (2005).

[60] J. T. Wilson, S. Saskin, Y. Meng, S. Ma, R. Dilip, A. P. Burgers and J. D. Thompson; Trapping
Alkaline Earth Rydberg Atoms Optical Tweezer Arrays; Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 033201 (2022).

[61] I. S. Madjarov, J. P. Covey, A. L. Shaw, J. Choi, A. Kale, A. Cooper, H. Pichler, V. Schkolnik, J. R.
Williams and M. Endres; High-fidelity entanglement and detection of alkaline-earth Rydberg
atoms; Nature Physics 16 857 (2020).

[62] J. Shaffer, S. Rittenhouse and H. Sadeghpour; Ultracold Rydberg molecules; Nature
Communications 9 1965 (2018).

[63] P. Giannakeas, M. T. Eiles, F. Robicheaux and J. M. Rost; Generalized local frame-transformation
theory for ultralong-range Rydberg molecules; Phys. Rev. A 102 033315 (2020).

[64] I. Bouchoule and K. Mglmer; Spin squeezing of atoms by the dipole interaction in virtually excited
Rydberg states; Phys. Rev. A 65 041803 (2002).




Transfer of vibrations via a Rydberg electron 17

[65] J. B. Balewski, A. T. Krupp, A. Gaj, S. Hofferberth, R. Low and T. Pfau; Rydberg dressing:
understanding of collective many-body effects and implications for experiments; New Journal of
Physics 16 063012 (2014).

[66] C. Gaul, B. J. DeSalvo, J. A. Aman, F. B. Dunning, T. C. Killian and T. Pohl; Resonant Rydberg
Dressing of Alkaline-Earth Atoms via Electromagnetically Induced Transparency; Phys. Rev.
Lett. 116 243001 (2016).

[67] K. Visscher, S. P. Gross and S. M. Block; Construction of multiple-beam optical traps with
nanometer-resolution position sensing; IEEE journal of selected topics in quantum electronics 2
1066 (1996).

[68] F. Catala-Castro and E. Martin-Badosa; Positioning accuracy in holographic optical traps;
Micromachines 12 559 (2021).




arXiv:2412.19016v1 [physics.atom-ph] 26 Dec 2024

Supplementary Material

Transferring vibrational states of trapped atoms via
a Rydberg electron

Abhijit Pendse!, Sebastian Wiister?, Matthew T. Eiles!',
Alexander Eisfeld'?*

! Max-Planck-Institut fiir Physik komplexer Systeme, Nothnitzer Str. 38, 01187
Dresden, Deutschland

2 Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Science Education and Research,
Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh 462 066, India

3 Universitit Potsdam, Institut fiir Physik und Astronomie, Karl-Liebknecht-Str.
24-25, 14476 Potsdam, Deutschland

4 Institute of Theoretical Physics, TUD Dresden University of Technology, 01062,
Dresden, Germany

E-mail: eisfeld@physik.tu-dresden.de

In this Supplementary Material we provide additional details on the following topics:

SI. Derivation of matrix elements for the case of tight perpendicular trapping.
SII. The elements of the effective Hamiltonians.

SIII. Comparison of the dynamics of the effective and the full Hamiltonian.



S I. Derivation of the matrix elements for tight trapping

We start with Eq. (5). For tight trapping along the Y and Z axes the relevant states
of atom ¢ are given as \IJ()(R) = \If(l)(XZ,Y;,Z) = @Dg)(Xi)@/J((]Z)(Y;)gbéz)(Zi). We now
insert these product states into Eq. (5) and use the explicit form of the ground state

wavefunction 1[1(()1)@ ) = (m—9> T mgc for harmonic potentials with frequency 2. We

mh
then havel

Viyl n?’nf //davgdxZ fromi( mo,xZ)F(xo,:v,) (S1)
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with K (xo, yo, 20, T4, Ui, 2i) = ’(b(f)(\/(Di +2;—20)? + (Yi—Yo)* + (Zi_ZO)Q)‘ . Here we
have introduced D; = —D and Dy = D which is valid when both outer traps are
equidistant from the central trap. Next, we transform to new coordinates, y. = y; + vo,

2 rm\ mewi+d)
. —_— e 2h s
7h

(S3)

Yr = Yi — Yo, Zc = Zi + 20, Yo = 2 + 20, to obtain

F(zg,x;) = // dy,dz, [

where we have used [[ dycdzce™ 2r = 27 Now we transform y, and 2, to polar

o9 (V(D; +x;—20)% + Y2 + 22)

coordinates

2
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Since all the integrands are independent of ¢, one obtains
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with - ) ,
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0
t Here, the function ¢\ (|f’|) = %ag (%) ’ 6_:%0 L:V,l) (f(:y) , where ag is the Bohr radius and L(lyil)

is the generalized Laguerre polynomial of degree (v — 1), is the result of transforming the spherically
isotropic s-wave radial wave function in spherical coordinates into cartesian coordinates. .



Here, [, = \/% is the oscillator length corresponding to the trapping frequencies along
the Y and Z axes|. In the region of overlap of the Rydberg electron with the center of
mass wave function of the other atoms, the Rydberg wavefunction can approximately
be taken as constant in the directions perpendicular to the z-axis (because of tight

trapping) and we obtain

and therefore

2
P

2
Jodp pe™=

2
S (s — wo) = |6 (V/(Ditx:—0)?) (S7)
which leads to the form given in Eq. (6).
S I.1. Symmetries of the interaction matriz elements
One easily sees the following symmetries from Eq.(6) of the main text,
n,ng1 nemi no,n; n0,N;
Furthermore, for |D;| = |Ds| we have a simple relation between matrix elements of
Vi = V!
‘/(1) [nZ:n’] = (—1)(no+n +no+n) ‘/(2) [nz:n’] (Sg)



S II. Effective Hamiltonian from perturbation theory

To obtain an effective Hamiltonian in the subspace spanned by relevant states we
use a standard perturbatlve procedure §. We write the Hamiltonian in Eq. (4) as
Htot = Ho + V where V is the second line of Eq. (4) and V{3 and Vg are given by
Eq.(6). We divide the eigenstates of H, into a subspace P that contains our states
of interest and its complement as Q. We denote the eigenstates of Hj that are in
subspace P by |i,P) and the respective eigenenergies by EZ.(P). The space P contains
all eigenstates of Hy such that the for any two states {7, j} in subspace P and a state k
in subspace Q, the energy separation obeys ]EZ(P) — E](-P)| < |Ef7)) - E,EQ)|. The matrix
elements of the effective Hamiltonian, up to second order in perturbation theory, are
then given by

(i, PIHG 15, P) = ETs;
+ (i, P[V]5, P)
1 R .
+5 Ekj (i PIVIE Q) (k, QIV15,P) (g

i

1 n 1 )
_ E}gQ) EJ(P) _ E,EQ) ’

(S10)

where 9;; is the Kronecker delta.

S II.1. Frequency of middle oscillator much larger than those of oscillators 1 and 2.

Here the relevant state space is spanned by the two states |1,0,0) and |0, 0, 1), such that
- { 11,0,0Y,10,0,1) } and Q = { .k, ) with |5,k €) % {|1,0,0), |0,0,1>}}. In this

: : AT - € K\ .
basis the effective Hamiltonian is H™er = with
K €

S (VM g?i)%[ﬁ]m 1)

Jwo

where the symmetries of V(; [ ] have been used, and ¢ is a global energy shift, that
does not influence the dynamlcs For the perturbation treatment to be valid wg has to
be much larger than w. Then one can further simplify to arrive at Eq. (8) of the main
text.

§ See e.g. C. Cohen-Tannoudji, J. Dupont-Roc and G. Grynberg; Atom-photon interactions: basic
processes and applications; John Wiley & Sons (1998), Chapter 1 Complement B.



S I1.2. All oscillators have roughly the same frequency

Now the state |0,1,0) is quasi degenerate with the states [1,0,0) and |0,0,1).
Therefore we include it in the subspace 7P. Hence the subspaces now
become P — {|1,0,0>,|o,1,0>,|0,0,1>} and QO — {|j,k,£) with |j,k,0) %

{|1,0,0>,|0,1,0),|(0,0,1>}}. The effective Hamiltonian can, in the basis [1,0,0),
|0,1,0), |0,0,1), be written as
1100) |010)  [001)

| 0 a B\ |100)
HTrlmer — 12
off eY A a | ]010) (812)

a 0 / |001)

with detuning
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nearest neighbor coupling
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and direct coupling between the states |1,0,0) and [0,0, 1):
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—Jjhwy — hw - —jhwo + hw

_( 1 >(V(1)[1:;D _Z(_l)j(‘/(l)[qjo})Q[. —2jhw ]

hwy/ 1+ J2h2w — h2w?

(- Olst) S Qi)

00}

S I1.3. Derwation of a = —A for wy ~ w

For the case when wy = w, the V4 [ , nf} can be simplified. We begin by writing the
0 N

product of Harmonic oscillator wavefunctions in the integrand of Eq. (6) as

R+5_D>¢ni(R_6+D>¢n6(R+5_D>¢n'<R_5+D

2 2 2 2 ) (516)

I:¢n0<

where we have used transformed coordinates 6 = (D — x1 + ) and R = 1 + x9. The

R—0+D R+5 D
2

back transformation is given as x; = and x

Expressing the oscillator functions in terms of Hermlte polynomials H,, we obtain

1 1 _R2 _(6-D)?
7 = 3 X e 22 X e 212
) (no +ni+n +n;) L

< H, (W) (W) H, (M) ", (M»

H,,

o

where L = /-~ In leading order of the interaction Eq. (S13) and Eq. (S14) are

Ax Buo—w) + 2V L] = Vinloo) = Vin ] and a=Viylgi]  (817)

0,0 0,1
where

Vi [8,8} - 7TUL2 //d5 IR e Hre SR ¢<;>(|5|)]2

Vo [01] 2L4//d5dR (r-- D)>2e§fze(5232 ¢£‘°’)(!5D‘2
Vi) = g [ s am (0= p1) e 5 o o]

—D)?

R2 _ (6-D)*
Vil 2WL4//d6dR (R=0=D))(R+(6-D))etize w2

91|

(S18)
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Replacing B — —R, it is easy to see that V) [gﬂ = Vo Eg] Therefore we shall

consider only V(1) Eg} below.
After performing the integration over the variable R, we obtain

Ue |2 _@=D? | 2
—f\/;/dé ez gD (|6])]
_(6-D)? " 2 _G=D? 2
i =22 fa s o]+ L2 a6 - D o]
_@=D? | 2 —C=DT (s
o) 2L[/d6 e 2 g>(|5|)\ - 2L3 ds (0 — D)%e ‘gb( (|5|)(
(S19)

With these expressions for the matrix elements, we write A to leading order as

(6— (S
A = Tiwo — w) + 2L /d5 e~ 312 ¢ (\5|)‘
!5! \[ / &5 e

d5 (6 — D)? x e 77 |l

o2 (1) ]

2L3

h(wy — w)

\/7 a5 o i
2L / ¢

(5—D)?
do (6 — D X e 2L?

s (o)

S)(| | B 2L3

(S20)



S III. Comparison between perturbation theory and numerical results

In the following figures a comparison between the population dynamics for full
Hamiltonian with the population dynamics obtained using the effective Hamiltonians is
shown. In Figs. S1 and S3 we use the same frequencies as in Fig. 2 of the main text
(i.e., wp =w, wgp = 1.bw and wy = 2w). In Figs. S2 and S4 we use the same frequencies
as in Fig. 4 of the main text (i.e., wyp = 0.84 w, wy = 0.88w and wy = 0.92w).
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04 _ _ _ 04
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Figure S1. Comparison of the population dynamics of the effective Hamiltonians
with the full Hamiltonian. The parameters of D and wg are the same as Fig. 2 of the
main text. Solid line: full solution, dashed line: Eq. (S12), dashdot line: Eq. (S11).



0.1
t(ms)

Figure S2. Comparison of the population dynamics of the effective Hamiltonians
Eq. (S12) with the full Hamiltonian. The parameters of D and wy are the same as
Fig. 3 of the main text. Solid line: full solution, dashed line: Eq. (S12).
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Figure S3. Comparison of the population dynamics of the effective Hamiltonians
with the full Hamiltonian. The parameters wq are the same as Fig. 2 of the main text.
Solid line: full solution, dashed line: Eq. (512), dashdot line: Eq. (S11). Note that the
arrangement of rows and columns is different from that of the main text.
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Figure S4. Comparison of the population dynamics of the effective Hamiltonian
Eq. (S12), dashed line, with the full Hamiltonian (solid line). The parameters of wq
are the same as Fig. 3 of the main text. Note that the arrangement of rows and columns
is different from that of the main text.



